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I totally agree with the people who put this together. 1 would welcome
«wtion on your part to make the home user a priority in this dilema.

Thank you so much for considering our requests.
tuben Aldridge

"As a «onsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation,

and legitimate use of cable Tv content, | urge you to refuse requests
ror wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
«ther cable providers. The FcCc's integration ban, which in effect
:equires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
znd harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
1o make legit-imate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-30, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to mak= certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder®™s wishes. With competition spurred on
vy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
teast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nun-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse iIf cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

tlease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a) (1)."
Sincerely,
Mr . Ruben Aldr idge

7716 Wrxford Hollow Rd E
Tacksonville, FL 32224-8609
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2= a consumer Interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FcC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into theilr own
-et-tip boxes, remains good policy today.

dJow ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
wnpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
~o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
-3 make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
rrovider's or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
vorse IF cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

tlease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a} (1)
sinceraely,

Mr. Herb Zite

4500 5 Chiecage Beach Dr

1806-South
Thicage, 1L 60615-7032
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az gz <onsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, verizon, and all
>ther cable providers. The FcC's integration ban, which in effect
regquires cable companies to integrate CableChARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

by adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
%7-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
vy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
ztandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse IF cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Fleaze refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) .
Sincerely,

My, Evan Ziemann
iz4 calla Ct
Tnalazka, WI 54650-8317
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i s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
‘egltimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 41 CFR 76.1204 (a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
»ther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
reguires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into their own
set-top boxes. remains good policy today.

How ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
~o make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y zdopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
47-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
~o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CakleCARD
:standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

"lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 75.1204 (a)1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Cameron Young

133 Osprey Point Dr
Neprey, FL 34229-9099
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Chaster, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rcC's integration ban, which iIn effect
regquires cable companies to integrate cableCaRDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

How ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
zompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives o proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
ind harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
ompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-30, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®"s or copyright holder®"s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
east restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
Limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

vrease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
3incerely,
Mr. Ben Adamson

.00 Thornton Rd
lieedham, MA 02492-4330
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by ncta, Charter, Verizon, and all
>ther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which In effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

How ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
~ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
rompet ition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
Least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCaARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictionswill get even
warse :1.fcable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

bplease refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Scott Harrison

2845 N River Birch Dr Unit B
Breckfieid, WI 53045-3116
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
regitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers OF 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Mow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1395, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
znd harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®™ ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

£y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
07-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
wirze 1F cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
sincerely,
robert bell

14508 Back Valley Rd
Sale Creek, TN 37373-7712
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rz a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
tenitirate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizen, and all
cther cable providers. The Fcc's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

“ow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ziternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming ronsumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
co make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
57-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder®™s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
lzazt restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse IF cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sirncerely,
Chris W. Johnson

0% Jeff Davis Ave
Austin, TX 76756-1226
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (i) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
cowpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ziternatives tc proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
rnid harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
cmpetition prevenr further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to mal-e legitimate use of recorded content.

[ I 8]

By adopting centent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
17-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
ro maks certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the integration kban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
leact restrictive iable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
=tandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
Liating non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1F cahle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr. Tan Wiliiams

23 Twllight Ln
Frowkfield, CT 06604-1425
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% a consumer interested in preotecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimare use of cable TV content, 1| urge you to refuse requests for
jalvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther -cabie providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
rejquires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
st-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
conpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harmirng -onsumer=. The integration ban Will also help market

]

D
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make leglicimate us=2 of recorded content.

By adopting csntent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
hy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by

limi ting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
wrse 1 f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

flease refuse requests for waivrrs of 41 CFR 76.1204({a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr . Scot

L Rette
2435 Sw o laeth P1L
Beaverton, OR 97007-6259
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I write tc urye you te refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFK
76.12045) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all other cable
rrcviders. ?he FCC's integration ban, requiring integration of

a1 eTARDs into cable company set-tap boxes, remains good policy
today. The integratlion ban will help market competition prevent
further restricticons on cable subscribers' ability to make legitimate

wEc of rocordesd conTent.,

ave used a TivVo unit to watch television for the past couple of
vz, | recently bought a Tivo series 3 unit that is built to use
able card technology. 1 an disappointed that restrictions in the
ableCAED standard prevent me from fully using my TiVo to transfer
recordings between my TiVe and nmy home computer Oor to view certain
internet broadcastine on the TiVo.

Toh
ea

10 e

L 1eCARD standard restrictions harm consumers like me by limiting
nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse if
abrle providers' set—-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

With conpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would
freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible
device avallable.

fieage refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
HMe L Lyman Weloh

“rinton BEuan Rd
Chester, PA 19332-8z27
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consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, arid
‘mate use of cable Tv content, 1| urge you to refuse requests for
sivers of 47 CFR 74.1204 (al{l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all.
“er cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
equires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
«l~tup boxes, remains good policy today.

om0

‘I —en years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable

cmze NIES have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatlves to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o mave legitimate use of recorded content.

oy zdupting content protection Limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
27-£, the Tormlission recognizzd the importance of allowing consumers
3 make certain uses of Tv content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyriyht holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the inteyration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
Simiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse it cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

“leasr refuse requests for waivers of 47 CER 76.1z04(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr ., Mickael Thompsoen

53 Leslie Dr
Ban Carleos., TA 94070-245%
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As a cunsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable Tv content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
rejuires cable companies tc integrate CableCARDs into their own
zet-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
ompani=s have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
=z maks legitimate use of recorded content.

3okt

by adopting content protection limits lencoding rules)I in docket no.
_go, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers

-
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
r
v

-

provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
ztandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincaraly,

etornn Ave
Jaliey, TR 94941-3544

Py e d M
v of Gosesrocd ()

StABCDE

TSV S — femntn ssimm



E
APp 4

Fﬂder al Co m

Ly 200

0209,

Ofice f”fﬂatio,-,s

roe Fublic Comments EM&%mwgmgﬂm

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 75.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. 'The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

vears after the Ttlecommunications Act of 1996, cable

have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
natives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
tition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
v wake legitimate use of recorded content.

Y
S

iy adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
57-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by

Limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even.
#~rse 1T cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

leace refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
sr. Mark Moore

38 Pine Island Rd
Hopkinton, MA 01748-2225
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345 12th street W
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A, = -~orsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 17 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect

sequires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
=ar-Lop boxes, remains good policy today.

New ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 199a, cable
sompan.we= have dragged their feet long enough on competitive

s —ernavives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
=nd harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make Legitimate use of recorded content.

By zdopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable

orovider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the o egraflon ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
east rostrictive cable—compatible device available. The CableCARD

A

: durd already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
'imi*ing non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
if cable providers'™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Lleage refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
hLlS Kuglﬁr

H St
MaESQp@qua Park, NY 11762-2542
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